second bivalent class could one say that there is a unified A category across valency classes for purposes of case marking.
5 Table 1 . Core-case-marking patterns in Basque ABS ERG DAT monovalent 1 (etorri 'come') S monovalent 2 (irakin 'boil') S bivalent 1 (ikusi 'see') P A bivalent 2 (gustatu 'please') P A bivalent 3 (begiratu 'look') A P trivalent (eman 'give') (T) A 3 G
Head marking
Only a handful of high-frequency verbs ('go', 'come', 'bring', etc.) and the auxiliaries ('be'
and 'have') can take indexes for core syntactic arguments directly; most verbs are conjugated The ari-progressive construction shows quite different case patterns (roughly, the S is not split, but the A and the P are, and only the absolutive and dative cases are used). Nevertheless, this construction is not available for all aspectuality classes; only so-called degree achievements (i.e. achievements with a subevent structure that expands over time; cf. Laka 1993) are compatible with it, e.g. ekarri / ekartzen 'carry' can appear in the construction while eraman / eramaten 'bring, go, spend' cannot (Alcázar 2003 
There are three argument-marking positions and three sets of indexes for arguments, which are given in Table 2 below. These affixes distinguish three persons, two numbers, and (only for the 2nd person singular) familiarity/honorificity; Set II and Set III 2nd person familiar forms further distinguish two genders (-k 'M' vs. -n 'F'). Note that Set II and Set III suffixes are the same for 1st and 2nd persons but differ for 3rd person (at least in the singular, see below). Some allomorphy rules apply; e.g., -t, -k, and -n are the word-final allomorphs; they appear as -da, -a, and -na if followed by another suffix, be the latter personal or aspectotemporal. 
The morpheme -(k)i has been called not only "dative flag" (Trask 1995 , Rezac 2006 but also "dative presuffix" (Hualde 2003: 210) ; the applicative analysis has been suggested by Elordieta (2001) , Rezac (2006) and Fernández (2012 Fernández ( , 2014 . See Trask (1997: 227f, 245f ) for a historical perspective on this morpheme. 7 There is also a small set of 2nd person singular markers that distinguish male from female addressees that are not arguments. Such so-called allocutive forms appear under specific sociolinguistic and syntactic conditions and increase the number of entities indexed on the verb (and on the auxiliary used), but the indexing pattern of arguments proper does not change (Rebuschi 1984 , Oyharçabal 1993 , Alberdi 1994 , 1995 , so we have disregarded them here. 8 The opposition between the etymological 2nd person singular (hi and all its corresponding verbal markers) and the etymological 2nd person plural (zu and all its corresponding markers) has changed in the modern varieties of the language. Roughly, hi became much less widely used (Alberdi 1994 (Alberdi , 1995 Amorrortu 2003) , zu became the unmarked 2nd person singular, and a new 2nd person plural zuek (again, with its own set of corresponding verbal markers) was created (cf. Trask 1997: 96, 106f) . We have glossed hi and its verbal counterparts '2nd person familial' here; z-and -zu are glossed in all examples as (default) 2nd person for simplicity.
There are two slots for number marking on the auxiliary; the leftmost hosts the element it-, which corresponds to a (sometimes merely etymologically) plural argument; the rightmost slot hosts the marker -e ~ -te, which corresponds to 2PL or 3PL arguments in the absolutive, ergative, or dative. The 3rd person markers have been the topic of much discussion in Basque studies; in several forms, the lack of a Set I 3rd person prefix allows a TAM prefix d-~ l-~ z-~ b-~ Ø-to occur in the first slot. 9 We treat the 3SG.DAT marker as nonzero here (3PL.DAT -e is analyzed as -Ø-e).
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In the present, the perfect, and some other TAM paradigms (illustrated here with auxiliaries in the present), the arguments in S, P, and T function are indexed via a Set I marker in position ARG1 on the verb or auxiliary; in (12) below, this is illustrated by the 1SG prefix n-for the S in (a) and the P in (b) and (e). The other core arguments are indexed via suffixes, e.g. the Set II 1SG.A suffix -t in (b) and (f), as well as the Set III 2SG.G suffix -zu in (f). Example (c) is the notional converse of (b); the 1SG.P is indexed via the Set I marker nand the 2SG.A is indexed via the Set II marker -zu:
9 This is the account espoused in most studies (Euskaltzaindia 1987b : 142-43, Laka 1988 , and Trask 1997 . An alternative analysis is found in Hualde (2003: 206f) , which treats these elements as 3rd person markers. 10 The alternative analysis of these suffixes consists in postulating two slots but only one suffix set, which leaves 3SG.DAT -o unexplained. 11 The prefix it-in several 1PL and 2[NFAM] forms is originally an absolutive pluralizer; it is synchronically unmotivated with 2nd person forms, but diachronically expected because the default 2nd person forms were originally plural (cf. Footnote 6). In sum, the simplified template capturing the structure of these auxiliaries and the indexes from the perspective of grammatical relations with the present auxiliary is as summarized in This ("me-lui") constraint has attracted some attention in Basque studies (Albizu 1997 (Albizu , 1998 Ormazabal and Romero 1998 , 2001 , 2007 ; similar constraints are found in Romance and other languages (Bonet 1991 (Bonet , 1995 Haspelmath 2004 Haspelmath , 2008 Haspelmath , 2009 Zúñiga 2011) . 13 The status of such conjugated forms, however, is not identical; those like natorkio 'I come to him' are found in everyday speech, whereas those like natzaio lit. 'I am to him' belong to the formal register and are found mostly in written texts. Trivalent verbs not obeying this constraint are attested in early Lapurdian (Oyharçabal & Etxepare 2012) , as in the following examples from Leizarraga:
1SG-ERG
commend.IMPFV 2.I-TAM-CAUS-have-PL-DF-3SG.III-PL-1SG.II God.DAT 'Brothers, I commend you to God.' (Acts 20.32)
Before taking other predicate classes into account, TAM forms other than the present and the perfect (which employs present-tensed auxiliaries) need to be considered in order to arrive at a comprehensive picture of the indexing patterns of the language. In the simple past (and conditional), e.g., some indexes systematically pattern in a different fashion, leading to something that can be analyzed as a person-base split. 
give.PFV 1SG.I-DF-2.III-PST 'I gave you (SG) the book.'
2-ERG 1SG-DAT book-DET[ABS] give.PFV 2.I-TAM-DF-1SG.III-PST
'You (SG) gave me the book.'
1SG-ERG 3SG.DAT book-DET[ABS] give.PFV 1SG.I-DF-3SG.III-PST
'I gave him/her the book.'
3SG.ERG 1SG-DAT book-DET[ABS] give.PFV TAM-DF-1SG.III-PST
'S/he gave me the book.' Therefore, the template capturing the structure of these auxiliaries and the indexes from the perspective of grammatical relations in the past and conditional is as summarized in Table 4 : In order to arrive at a complete picture of indexing patterns, we now include the patterns found with other valency classes. First, there is one more monovalent class (e.g. irakin 'boil'), whose auxiliaries take the same indexing as bona fide bipersonal forms, both in the present/perfect and in the past: Despite the differences between these two egin-predicates (e.g., barre 'laugh' is a bare nominal while euri-a '(the) rain' is an NP with a determiner; there are also potentially two overt (pro)nominals in the clause with barre egin and only one with euria egin) and some debate in the literature, it seems adequate to regard such constructions as instances of nonprototypical syntactically bivalent clauses (instead of, e.g., bona fide nominal incorporation;
cf. Etxepare 2003: 397f) . In other words, we follow Etxepare (2003) in considering the first clause in (20) monovalent and the second one bivalent:
16 Such compound meteorological predicates can also appear with "aspectual datives" (Fernández & Ortiz de Urbina 2010) . In those cases, the noun appears in the dative expressing inchoative or progressive aspect, the lexical verb is eman 'give' rather than egin 'do', and the auxiliary is morphologically tripersonal, e.g. euriari eman dio 'it has started raining' and euriari eman zion 'it started raining'. Nevertheless, these aspectual datives are not restricted to meteorological predicates and are frequently used in other contexts such as Jonek lanari eman dio 'Jon has started working.' Thus, we arrive at the fairly complex picture detailed in Tables 5 through 7 below.
Basically, the only arguments that are marked in an invariable fashion are G, which is always indexed via Set III suffixes in the second slot reserved for arguments, and (3rd-person) T, splits with respect to TAM and person values. Table 6 . Indexing patterns with bivalent predicates For most speakers, such raising constructions are restricted to 3rd persons (Artiagoitia 2003: 655) . Interestingly enough, the S/A/A 3 of the subordinate clause seems to be the preferred -rather than obligatory-argument; a small but non-negligible number of 21 speakers in a survey accept examples like the following (Artiagoitia 2003: 655) , where the argument is in P and G function respectively: Finally note that there are also jussive forms not restricted to 2nd person participants in S/A/A 3 functions. Periphrastic imperatives are constructed with the monovalent auxiliaries bedi for 3SG and bitez for 3PL, in addition to a whole array of bivalent forms (ABS+DAT).
Besides, transitive forms such as beza for 3SG and bezate for 3PL are also available, along with their ditransitive counterparts. All these imperative forms take the prefix b, for 3SG S and P.-. Most of these archaic jussive forms are no longer used in current everyday speech. 'May s/he bring the money back to me!' (A 3 )
Conclusions
Thirty years ago, Bossong (1984) contributed with his take on Basque to a debate that was just starting to become heated back then, viz. the one around both the empirical basis and the theoretical significance of morphological vs. syntactic ergativity. He characterized the language as showing simple, non-split, ergative morphology and largely neutral syntax; he also found that it is pragmatic, rather than syntactic, considerations that inform the adequate interpretation of the predicate-argument side of constructions and lead to a somewhat higher frequency of accusative patterns in some respects.
Sarasola (1977) had already addressed several of the key issues treated by Bossong (1984) , but it is Ortiz de Urbina (1989) that discussed and clarified questions related to ergativity and splits in great detail. The present study -based as it is on both a broader data basis and benefiting from the insights provided by numerous other studies appeared during the last three decades-presents a complex picture. Whereas dependent marking unmistakably show ergative patterns, it also shows other patterns once several verb classes are taken into account.
By a similar token, head marking shows several other patterns in addition to ergative ones, not only due to the partition of the lexicon, but also to grammatical (i.e. TAM-and personbased) splits. 19 Syntax is also diverse with respect to grammatical relation considerations, and here several of our findings confirm Bossong's claim while others actually contradict him.
Adverbial clauses, attributive clauses and focusing strategies present no hard constraints on which arguments of the S-A-A 3 -P-T-G pool can be construed as the pivot; future corpus studies more comprehensive than Bossong's preliminary findings shall substantiate or disprove his claims about relative tendencies here. By contrast, subjects of imperatives, as well as control and raising phenomena, show a clear preference for an S/A/A 3 pivot. These results amount to saying that, yes, Basque syntax does show some "deep accusativity," but also that the less semantically-oriented areas of its syntax are fairly neutral. In addition, Basque morphology, in particular verbal morphology, is much more complex than usually stated not only with respect to number, kind, and interdependency of marking slots but also regarding their patterning. At least from a purely phenomenological (i.e. theoretically agnostic, or perhaps para-theoretical) perspective, there appear to be lexical and grammatical splits, which we have surveyed and presented (and refrained from explaining) here and are likely to intrigue, interest, and occupy scholars for several decades to come.
